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(see Rule 70.16 and Section 607 of the Administrative Instructions under the PCT). 
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3. This report contains indications relating to the following items: 

Basis of the opinion 
Priority 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 
iAck of unity of Invention 

Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(a)(il) with regard to novelty, Inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Certain documents cited 

Certain defects in the international application 

Certain observations on the international application 
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INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY 

EXAMINATION REPORT International application No. PCTyEP 03A)621 1 

I. Basis of the report 

1. With regard to the elements of the international application (Replacement sheets which have been furnished to ¥ 
the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this report as "originally filed" 
and are not annexed to this report since they do not contain amendments (Rules 70. 16 and 70. 1 7)): 



Description, Pages 

1-36 as originally filed 

Claims, Numbers 

1-18 as originally filed 

2. With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority in the 
language in which the international application was filed, unless othenvise indicated under this item. 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language: , which is: 

□ the language of a translation f umlshed for the purposes of the international search (under Rule 23.1 (b)). 

□ the language of publication of the intemational application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of intemational preliminary examination (under 
Rule 55.2 and/br 55.3). 

3. With regard to any nucleotide andybr amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application^ the 
international preliminary examination was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing: 

□ contained in the intemational application in written fornn. 

□ filed together with the intemational application in computer readable fomn. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in written fomn. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

□ The statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure 
in the intemational application as filed has been furnished. 

□ The statement that the information recorded in computer readable torn is identical to the written sequence 
listing has been fumished. 

4. The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages: 

□ the claims, Nos.: 

□ the drawings, sheets: 

5. □ This report has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have 

been considered to go beyond the disclosure as filed (Rule 70.2(c)). 

(Any replacement sheet containing such amendments must be referred to under hem 1 and annexed to this 
report.) 

6. Additional obsen/ations, if necessary: 
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INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY 
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V. Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1. Statement 

Novelty (N) Yes: Claims 1-18 

No: Claims 

Inventive step (IS) Yes: Claims 1-18 

No: Claims 

Industrial applicability (lA) Yes: Claims 1-18 

No: Claims 

2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY International application No. PCT/EP03/0621 1 
EXAMINATION REPORT ■ SEPARATE SHEET 



Re Item V 

Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1 . Reference is made to the following documents: 

D1: WO-A-0219976 
D2: WO-A-9925312 



2. this intemational application presently claims 

a hair conditioning composition 

- kept at pH 8 or less, comprising 

- A 0.01 -1 0 wt.% of a cationic surfactant 
B 0.01 -1 0 wt.% of a C8-C22 alcohol 

- C 0.001-5 wl.% of a hydrophobically modified clay and 

- D water, wherein 

the weight ratio A:B is from 1:1 to 1:10 (claim 1), 

a method comprising the application of a respective composition to hair (claim 1 4) 
and 

the use of hydrophobically modified clay for imparting conditioning benefits to hair 
(claim 15). 



3.1 Document D1, which is considered to represent the most relevant state of the art, 
discloses in example 8 (compare examples 7 and 9) a rinse-off hair conditioning 
composition, kept at pH 3-7, comprising (A) 0.64 wt.% of drtallow dimethyl ammonium 
chloride. (B) 2 wt.% of a mixture of cetyl and stearyl alcohol and (D) water, from 
which the subject-matter of claim 1 differs in that different particles (C) are used. 

3.2 Although D1 lists clays as appropriate particles to be included in hair conditioning 
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Sr^Vp^r'^p^ ^^^^^^ PCT/EP03/0S211 

compositions (D1: page 7. line 10). the hair conditioning benefit of the particular 
particles used in the present application cannot be Inferred from the prior art. 

3.3 Document D2 Is concerned with suspensions containing polysaccarides. It Is there 
suggested to include hair conditioning agents in the compositions provided (page 9 
lines 14-23) and example 5 discloses a rinse-off hair conditioning composition 

chlonde. (B) 2 wt.% of cetyl alcohol. (C) 0.034 of the hydrophobically modified 
clay quatemium.18 bentonite (r«cogel» MP 100; 3.4 parts of 100 parts from example 
3 contributing to example 5 by 1 wt.%) and (D) water. But. since the weight ratio of 
A:B does not meet the specifications set in claim 1 . the subject- matter of claim 1 Is 
novel over the disclosure of D2. 

3.4 From the disclosure of the prior art. no incentive can be inferred to restrict the weight 
ratio of cationic surfactant to fatty alcohol In rinse-off hair conditioning compositions 
Nevertheless. It is stated in the application, that at least two effects are associated 
wrth th.s parameter (page 21. lines 13-16): eye Imtancy and squeaky sensations 
Therefore, the objective technical problem has been, how to reduce eye Iftftancy and 
how to avoid making the hair feeling squeaky. The solution proposed in present claim 
1. the restnction of said weight ratio, is considered to imply an inventive step. 

3.5 The subject-matter of claim 1 is therefore novel and does involve an inventive step 
(Article 33(2)(3)PCT). ^ 



4. 



Consequently, since the method of claim 14 comprises the applicatfon of a 
composition according to claim 1. the subject-matter of claim 14 is consklered to be 
novel and to Involve an inventive step (Article 33(2)(3) PCT). 

, 5. The use of claim 15 Is neither known nor suggested from the prior art 

i The subject-matter of Claim 1 5 is therefore considered to be novel and to Involve an 

^ 'nventive step (Article 33(2)(3) PCT). 
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